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MEMORAROUM FOR RECORD |

L S SuBJECT: Discussicn wiiih State bepartment
Offlciays on the Husenko Case

Ao Mr, Helms and Mr, Murphy met with Aubassador
Thoupsua, Mr. Thomas lughes, Mr. Richard Davis. and
Mr. Joims Cuthric at the Department to convey to-them
- vur codclusions just.arrived at that Noseuko is not

a genuine defector but move probably an cgent planted

© o us by the KGB. Mr, Helins described-the basis for
-our belicf and the wmecans of arriving at it. Mr. lelms:
noted that we had discusscd the Hoscnko case with the
Warrci Commission because they had reccived a report
irom the FBI based on the FBI's “intevrogation of Nosenko .
which pertained to the Osw:ld case. - The report made a
i strong case for the position that the Soviet Government
i had nothing whatsocver to do'with Oswald's assassination
1 of President Kenncdy. - The Comaission was anxious to know o
b E our rcaction and we informcd thew we were not sure of tho :
P man's bona fides and thercfore could not underwrite the

; Stutements he had made.

i , . .

i . 2. Ambassador Thompson. remirked that he had just

B heard from Isaac Don Levine and that the latter intended

f - ~-to write a book on the Oswald case in which he hoped to

i make the point that Oswald was nentally unbalanced and
i : was trying to.break up the Kemncdy-Khrushchev. relation-

: ship. o

i

| ' 3. -We also related the Kroikov case in the United

; : Kingdoa to the Nosenko -case, explaining the way in which

! the Sovicts could hope, through accusations that former |

: . Ambassador to Moscow Mauvice DeJdean was an agent, to

: "cover" the numcrous lcaks of sensitive inforaation

! suffered by the French Government and reported to us by
) “the defector Golitsyn, :

f 4. We then described for State Department officials

] the maier in which Cribanov opérates against the diplo-

! natic colony, Mr. lzlms weat on to say that we had arrived
at a point with Nosenko where we belicved we had to use

i
; more cacrpgetic measures to arrive at the truth and determine
: his mission. After we triced this we would probably wish

drd
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to turii him back to the Soviets. At the point it was
decided ©o roturn Subject to Soviet coutrol, he would

; ' be served. with an immizration warrant for denortation - N
P as an umdesirable alion, Attervards, he would be flown
AT to Lurope and allowed to return to Sovict-custody.a-Wc

SR would probably wish to accouplish this in Berlin whero
several such turm-bucks have been made in the past B

“and this has been accepted by the Soviets. Aubassador -
Thonpson asked why we could not indict the nan and try

: B hiw for espionage, e explained that it would bo dif-

' ficulc to prove this cven if he were to give us a full
confession since the only cvidence would be his own word,
Furthernore, ve would be reluctunt to Lecone involved in o

the evitable publicity that a trial of this nature would- .. . .
Cause., e arc anxious to lcarn the truth but are not R -
interested in a trial or punishnent for Nosenko, _ B

S 5, . Ambassador Thonpson then said that the only aspect
. - of our plaming which gave him pausc was the -idea of re-

v - turning the nan to Soviot custody, lic felt that we would
i _ . dnevitubly cencounter criticism from the press if they

j speculated the turn-back was in cxchange for the reclease
' of the three flyers.. This the Government would very nuch
wish to avoid, Mr, Murphy showed Ambdassador Thompson the o z
drafi press. statcment we had prepared by which we hoped ¥
to muake clear that this was not an exchange of any type

but rclatedisolely to the froudulent character of the
Nosenko deféction, This accompanied by additional news-
paper publicity would serve to make clear the rcal .reasons

for Noscako's return,

i i

’ 6. In.a bricf aside with Mr. Davis, the discussion
of the letters came up and we had an inconclusive dis- -
cussion of them. e asreed that the letter vhich was to
be read. by the wife on the Embassy premises should not be
H sent to the Imbassy nor should the Embassy become involved
: in this. We'also discusscd the possibility of sending the
i : other letter through regular mail channels to the wife's

"~ address, We 'did not discuss vhat the Embassy was to say
if the wife called again and I feel I must go back to Mr,
Davis on this question,

] : : S
; 7. -Mr, ‘llughes then asked if we were sure we had
P ‘reccived all .we could under the present circuastances,
Hle was assured we ‘had and this was cxplained in some
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present not to discuss this casc

e deseribaed sthe QU information received from
Subjece, noting how some of it vas ained quite clearly
e covering deads provided by Guliisyn: At this point,

Mr. dlelms deseribed For the Stute Depiartment afed ials
the history of our attenpis’ to persusde the to
] ailure

detait,

tuke vigorous action’ on these leads and their

to do 3 icating there are still active penctrations
in the intelligence services and elscuhere in the
governrn . : -

o The mecting ended with MAabissador Thompson sug -

gesting he would lifie to. bricf the Secretary on the-

problemt and also discuss it with the State Department

legal advisor, Abram Chayes, and then he “would be back -

in touch with us, fle asked the other Departuent officers
with other persons,

- David E, Murphy
' - Chief, SR Division




